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Objective
To survey 1 group of upland game (rabbit, pheasant, quail, dove, or other) hunters
annually to determine their activities, harvests, characteristics, and attitudes in Illinois.
Abstract
A random sample of 3,000 potential hunters was selected from the 2003 Illinois resident
hunting license and habitat stamp sales. These hunters were mailed a questionnaire addressing
their activities and harvest for the 2003-2004 season. The questionnaire included a series of
questions about hunter access to land in Illinois. A total of 1,891 (66%) questionnaires were
returned, 1,879 of which were usable. There were 682 (36%) upland game (rabbit, pheasant,
quail, and/or dove) hunters, 1,314 (70%) forest game (deer, squirrel, and/or turkey) hunters, and
194 (10%) furbearer (raccoon, fox, coyote, and/or opossum) hunters in the sample. Nearly one-
half (47%) of the hunters reported losing access to land at one time or another. When viewed
over a lifetime of hunting, it was estimated that 1.6% of the state's hunters lost access to land in a
typical year. Although upland game hunters accounted for 32% of the losses, deer hunters were
responsible for 42%. Two-thirds (66%) of the hunters reported that, as a result of losing access
to land, the amount of time they spent afield decreased.
Methods
A random sample of 3,000 Illinois resident hunting license and habitat stamp (2003
series) purchasers was selected for participation in this survey. These potential hunters were
mailed a self-administered questionnaire, accompanied with cover letter and postage-paid return
envelope, on April 22, 2004. The questionnaire addressed hunter activities and harvest for the
2003-2004 season, as well as experiences with accessing land for hunting in Illinois. Mailing of
the questionnaire was followed 10 days later with a thank you/reminder postcard to
nonrespondents. On May 26, a 2nd questionnaire, cover letter, and return envelope were mailed
to nonrespondents. The second mailing was followed 10 days later with a postcard thank
you/reminder. There were 114 questionnaires returned by the U.S. Postal Service as
undeliverable. A total of 1,891 (66%) participants returned questionnaires, 1,879 of which were
usable. Methods for survey questionnaire mailings and follow-up reminders are described by
Miller et al. (1999).
Coded data were entered into a computer file and analyzed using SPSS 12.0. Where
possible, the findings were organized by administrative region, category of hunter, and/or species
of game animal.
Results
Of the 1,879 respondents who returned usable questionnaires, 682 (36%) hunted upland
game (rabbit, pheasant, quail, and/or dove), 1,314 (70%) hunted forest game (deer, squirrel,
and/or turkey), and 194 (10%) hunted furbearers (raccoon, fox, coyote, and/or opossum), in
Illinois during the 2003-2004 season. Statewide, slightly more than two-thirds (69%-73%) of the
hunters were active on private property not owned by themselves (Table 1). An additional 20%
were active on their own property, whereas the remaining 11% engaged in hunting on state or
federal lands.
When asked if they had ever lost access to land for hunting, nearly one-half (47%) of the
hunters said "Yes" (Table 2). Of the hunters who had lost access to land, 63% had done so at
more than 1 location. The hunters who had lost access to land had hunted on the lost land for an
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average of 11.3 years.
The number of incidences in which access to land was lost, as reported in this survey, is
presented by county in Table 3. Fulton County had the greatest number of reported losses (41),
followed by Jo Daviess (36), Madison (34), Brown (29), Franklin (27), La Salle (27), and Pike
(27) counties. Altogether, there was a total of 19 counties in which >20 incidences of lost access
were reported, 15 of which were along the Mississippi and/or Illinois rivers (Fig. 1).
Administrative Region 1 had the greatest number of reports of lost access to land, both in
terms of total reports (382) and the number of reports per county (15) (Table 4). However,
Administrative Region 4 was a close second with 348 total reports and 14 reports per county.
The fewest number of reports per county (7) was recorded for Administrative Region 5, where
the Shawnee National Forest and otherpublic lands are located.
Upland game hunters were associated with 32% of the incidences of lost access to land
(Table 5). For this group of hunters, rabbits (13%) and pheasants (10%) were the most
frequently mentioned species. However, forest game hunters accounted for far more losses, 59%
of the total, and not surprisingly were dominated by deer hunters. Deer hunters were associated
with 42% of all losses of access to land reported in this survey.
Ninety percent of the losses of access to hunting land occurred on private land owned by
1 person who may or may not live on the land (Table 6). When asked why they lost access to
land, nearly one-half (46%) of the hunters said the land was sold to another landowner or to a
developer (Table 7). However, 27% of the losses occurred because of leasing, either by other
hunters or by guides or outfitters, and 18% of the losses were precipitated by the landowner's
decision to discontinue allowing hunters on the land.
Three-fourths (75%) of the hunters who lost access to land were successful in finding
other land to hunt (Table 8). The remaining 25% did not find other land and, at the time of this
survey, 20% were still looking or had given up and 1% no longer hunted (Table 9). Although
most (79%) of the hunters found other land on which to hunt, it took some of them several
months to a year to accomplish the task.
Two-thirds (66%) of the hunters who lost access to land said the loss resulted in
decreases (considerable/moderate/slight) in the amount of time they spent hunting (Table 10).
The other hunters who lost access indicated the amount of time they spent hunting did not change
(28%) or increased (6%).
Discussion
The findings of this survey suggest that approximately one-half (47%) of resident Illinois
hunters have lost access to land at one time or another (Table 2). Most (79%) of these hunters
searched for several months to find other land on which to hunt, and the other hunters (21%)
were still looking or no longer hunted at the time they filled out the questionnaire for this survey.
Two-thirds (66%) of the hunters reported that, as a result of losing access to land, the amount of
time they spent hunting decreased (Table 10).
Taken on face value, these findings indicate that access to land for purposes of hunting is
a precarious and unstable enterprise in Illinois. It is not good news that 47% of the state's
hunters reported losing access to land. However, when we look at the "big picture", the situation
is not as bleak as it first appears. Given that the "average" resident hunter has hunted in Illinois
for 30 years (Miller et al. 2004), the 47% value equates to 1.6% per year. Thus, we estimate that,
in a typical year, 1.6% of Illinois' resident hunters lose access to land on which they formerly
hunted. However, once they lose access to land, it appears difficult for the hunters to find other
land on which to hunt (Table 9).
The losses of access to land for hunting were more frequently associated with
Administrative Regions 1 and 4--i.e., the western counties--than the remainder of the state
(Tables 3 and 4). Administrative Region 5, where there is a relative abundance of public land,
had fewer loses per county than the other regions. The losses were also more frequently
associated with deer hunting than with other types of hunting (Table 5). We conclude that a
relative abundance of wildlife habitat, a robust deer population, a demand for hunting
opportunity, and a predominance of privately-owned land are the overriding factors associated
with the loss of access to hunting land in Illinois.
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Table 1. On which of the following types of property did you hunt most often during the 2003-
2004 season?
Type of Property Upland
Game"
Category of Hunter
Forest Furbearing
Gameb Animals
(682) (1,314) (194) (1,5 2 5)d
State lands (state parks, conservation
areas, etc.) 11% 7% 3% 9%
Federal lands (national wildlife refuges,
Shawnee National Forest, etc.) 1 3 1 2
My own private property 19 21 23 20
Private property not owned by me 69 69 73 69
aRabbit, quail, pheasant, and/or dove hunters.
bDeer, turkey, and/or squirrel hunters.
cRaccoon, fox, coyote, and/or opossum hunters.
d Total is less than the sum of the other values because some hunters were active in >1 hunting
category.
Table 2. Have you ever lost hunting access to land where you hunted in Illinois? Sample sizes
are in parentheses.
Lost Access Response
(1,701)
47%
53
Yes
No
How long had you hunted on the land where you lost access?
Mean
Distribution: 1-5 years
6-10 "
11-15 "
16-20 "
>21 "
(779)
11.3 years
34%
32
12
11
11
Have you lost access at more than one location where you hunt?
Yes
No
(785)
63%
37
All
_ ~~ __~___._._..__._..........~.___._.._.... .___ , ~___ ~  ..~..~~.. . ,.~____
Table 3. In what counties have you lost access to hunting land? (n = 1,131)
County Number of County Number of County Number of
Losses Losses Losses
Adams 26 Hardin 3 Morgan 5
Alexander 1 Henderson 8 Moultrie 5
Bond 7 Henry 17 Ogle 12
Boone 6 Iroquois 6 Peoria 26
Brown 29 Jackson 14 Perry 20
Bureau 14 Jasper 5 Piatt 9
Calhoun 22 Jefferson 17 Pike 27
Carroll 18 Jersey 21 Pope 7
Cass 6 Jo Daviess 36 Pulaski 6
Champaign 5 Johnson 9 Putnam 4
Christian 4 Kane 12 Randolph 22
Clark 5 Kankakee 9 Richland 1
Clay 3 Kendall 5 Rock Island 22
Clinton 8 Knox 26 St. Clair 19
Coles 5 Lake 6 Saline 2
Cook 7 LaSalle 27 Sangamon 7
Crawford 4 Lawrence 1 Schuyler 24
Cumberland 2 Lee 17 Scott 2
De Kalb 7 Livingston 15 Shelby 10
DeWitt 17 Logan 2 Stark 2
Douglas 4 McDonough 3 Stephenson 5
Du Page 3 McHenry 18 Tazewell 22
Edgar 3 McLean 23 Union 8
Edwards 0 Macon 22 Vermilion 9
Effingham 5 Macoupin 17 Wabash 0
Fayette 9 Madison 34 Warren 7
Ford 5 Marion 9 Washington 5
Franklin 27 Marshall 7 Wayne 2
Fulton 41 Mason 9 White 6
Gallatin 2 Massac 0 Whiteside 10
Greene 16 Menard 2 Will 14
Grundy 6 Mercer 12 Williamson 8
Hamilton 7 Monroe 7 Winnebago 15
Hancock 19 Montgomery 8 Woodford 18Y ...r -__' ·----- II _ ' L "II-·I·~.I-- --- -------  I_ ~ __~~___~___ _ __·___y- - - ;- -
Table 4. Reported loses of hunting land per county in Illinois' 5 administrative regions.
Administrative Number of Number of Losses of Hunting
Region Counties Losses Land Per County
1 25 382 15
2 9 80 9
3 16 145 9
4 25 348 14
5 27 176 7
Table 5. What species did you hunt on the land where you lost access? (n = 1,429 reports)
Species Response Species Response
Upland game
Rabbit
Pheasant
Quail
Dove
13%
10
6
2
Forest game
Deer
Squirrel
Turkey
Total
42%
10
7
59
Others
Total
Waterfowl
32
· IL---6% Fubarr 30/·- · _-._II L IL~_-I--
3%6% Furbearers
Table 6. What type of land ownership was the land where you lost access for hunting? (n = 732)
Type of Land Ownership Response
Private land owned by one landowner who lived on the land 57%
Private land owned by one landowner who lived outside of the area 33
Private land owned by a land trust 3
Private land owned by a corporation 4
Public land 1
Not sure who owned the land 2
Table 7. What was the reason why you lost access to the land where you used to hunt? (n = 707)
Reason For Losing Access Response
Land was sold to another landowner 37%
Land was sold to a developer 9
Land was leased by other hunters 17
Land was leased by a guide or outfitter 10
Landowner decided to discontinue allowing hunters on the land 18
Land use changed (for example timber harvested, mined, or quarried) 2
Other a 7
a For a list of other reasons, see Appendix A.
Table 8. If you lost access to the land where you used to hunt, did you find other land? (n = 720)
Found Land? Response
Yes, other private land in the same county 48%
Yes, other private land in another county a 19
Yes, public land in the same county 4
Yes, public land in another county a 4
No, I have not found other land 25
a For a list of counties, see Appendix A.
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Table 9. How long did it take you to find other land on which to hunt? (n = 750)
Time Spent Finding Other Land Response
Less than a month 27%
More than 1 month, but less than 6 months 14
Between 6 months and a year 20
More than 1 year 18
I'm still looking 20
I gave up looking and no longer hunt at all 1
Table 10. How did losing access to your hunting spot affect your time spent hunting?
(n = 722)
Time Spent Hunting Response
Decreased Considerably 30%
Decreased Moderately 18
Decreased Slightly 18
No Change 28
Increased Slightly 2
Increased Moderately 2
Increased Considerably 2
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Appendix A.
Question 8 other: What was the reason why you lost access to the land where you used to hunt?
(n = 23) ..
Reason
Landowner died
Too many hunters
Landowner (&/or relatives)
began hunting the land
Access Illinois/state bought
the land
Disagreement
Landowner let others hunt
land
Out of state hunters
Farm was leased by a
different farmer
Number of
Respondents
9
4
Percent
Response
39
17
2
2
2
2
1
11
---------------------------- ---------------------------------------- ---------- --
Question 9: Counties where hunters found private land to hunt after losing access
to land they used to hunt. (n = 88)
Number of Percent Number of Percent
County Respondents Response County Respondents Response
Adams 3 4 Lee 1 1
Boone 2 2 Livingston 2 2
Brown 2 2 Logan 1 1
Bureau 1 1 McDonough 1 1
Calhoun 2 2 McHenry 2 2
Champaign 1 1 McLean 2 2
Christian 1 1 Macon 2 2
Clay 1 1 Macoupin 3 4
Cumberland 3 4 Marshall 2 2
De Kalb 1 1 Mason 1 1
Douglas 2 2 Mercer 1 1
Edgar 1 1 Montgomery 2 2
Fayette 2 2 Ogle 1 1
Franklin 1 1 Peoria 5 6
Fulton 2 2 Perry 4 5
Greene 2 2 . Piatt 1 1
Hamilton 1 1 Pope 1 1
Henderson 2 2 Rock Island 2 2
Henry 2 2 Saline 1 1
Jackson 1 1 Shelby 1 1
Jersey 2 2 Tazewell 2 2
Jo Daviess 2 2 Washington 1 1
Kendall 1 1 Whiteside 2 2
Knox 1 1 Williamson 1 1
Lake 1 1 Winnebago 2 2
LaSalle 2 2 Woodford 2 2
Question 9: Counties where hunters found public land to hunt after losing access
to land they used to hunt. (n = 23)_
Number of Percent Number of Percent
County Respondents Response County Respondents Response
Calhoun 1 4 Knox 1 4
Carroll 2 10 Lake 1 4
Cass 2 10 Moultrie 2 10
Clay 1 4 Perry 1 4
Fulton 1 4 Pope 1 4
Gallatin 1 4 Sangamon 1 4
Henderson 1 4 Shelby 1 4
Jefferson 1 4 Tazewell 1 4
Kankakee 2 10 Whiteside 1 4
Kendall 1 4
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Figure 1. Administrative
regions in Illinois.
Counties with 20 or more
reports of lost access to
land for hunting are shaded.
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